
The Latest from the JGHV Director of Testing 

Dear friends of the German hunting dog community, 
  
The fall tests are now behind us. Without a doubt, it was an exceptional 
testing season. It was marked by taking measures against Corona, rules 
on social distancing, masks and sometimes without handing out the test 
results. Let's all hope that it was a once in a lifetime experience and that 
we will be able to conduct the spring tests again under almost normal 
circumstances. However, some of the tests were also unusual due to the 
uncertainty and lack of knowledge about hunting practice shown by 
some of our Association Judges. This became clear through many calls 
and questions from Association Judges, which I received during the test 
or at the latest when they were filling out the score sheets. In many 
cases, some things could still be salvaged, but there are still test results 
that are incomprehensible and have nothing to do with an understanding 
of actual hunting. Thus, my conclusion: There is often a lack of hunting 
know-how and experience in the execution and evaluation of the tests. 
Following are some examples based on the Association Utility Tests 
(VGP), which were shared with me. 
 
Testing sequence 1, VGP: Dog searches in the field, points, re-locates 
several times until the pheasant flushes and drops into the same field 
again. The dog observes everything, but remains standing calmly without 
any command, the handler shoots, and the dog continues to stand 
calmly. Following the instructions of the Association Judges, the handler 
continues the dog's search. The dog searches expansively but 
purposefully in the direction of the pheasant that dropped in further in the 
field, points again, re-locates and grabs the pheasant. The evaluation of 
the judging group: Steadiness to wing "sufficient - 2 points", steadiness 
to shot "very good - 4 points". Reason. At one point, the dog pursued the 
flushed feathered game (pheasant). Question: Where is the hunting logic 
in this? What mistake did the dog make? When hunting, it would be the 
top dog that finds, grabs, and cleanly retrieves the shot pheasant, but in 
the test, it is now wrong. Please, judge the way we hunt. 
 
Testing sequence 2, VGP: Blood tracking work. The dog completes the 
first 150 meters of leash work very calmly and reliably until it suddenly 
pulls sideways into the wind, jumps into a dense blackberry bush, and 
grabs a wounded roe deer in the process (a victim of an accident). After 
some time, the leash work is continued. Here, in contrast to the first 
meters of the leash work, the dog shows a slight restlessness, 
repeatedly holding its nose into the wind and continually straying from 
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the track. The handler has to put the dog down several times, calm it 
down, and search for blood himself. The team reaches the game without 
being called back. Evaluation: leash work "sufficient - 2 points". Reason: 
The dog showed great uncertainty and restlessness during the work on 
the track, especially after grabbing the game. The dog was only able to 
reach the game with the help / support / calming of the handler. Sure, the 
Association Judges followed the Test Regulations § 10 (10) a)-b) exactly, 
and it is at the discretion of the Judges to do this, but extraordinary 
situations like this, which can also occur in hunting, require decisions that 
include the question, what did the dog do wrong by grabbing the game? 
What did the team (dog and handler) do wrong (see § 10 (10) c)? 
Please, judge as we hunt! 
 
Testing sequence 3, VGP waterwork: Blind retrieve from dense cover. 
The dog is started on this work with a tailwind. After about half of the 
distance, it becomes clear that the dog is getting scent from behind, so it 
turns and swims into the vegetation (reeds) on the side from which the 
dog was sent. After a short time, the dog finds a winged duck, but it is 
only visible for a short time and cannot be shot. The dog continues to 
work intensively in the very dense cover and can only be called back with 
several commands. The handler then sends the dog again on the blind 
retrieve, but the dog immediately turns away again and swims back 
towards the reed belt, where the duck is probably still located. This is 
followed by another sharp command from the handler. The dog swims 
over and retrieves the duck correctly. Evaluation of the work "sufficient - 
2 points". Reason. The dog had to be sent twice and needed another 
command after being started the second time. Question: What did the 
dog do wrong?  Are we not asking these very dogs to do everything 
possible to find a wounded / winged duck? Of course, again, it is at the 
discretion of the judges how to evaluate the work and to adhere strictly to 
VGPO § 26 (4), but please, judge as we hunt! 
 
My dear dog handlers and Association Judges. It is not my job to meddle 
in the evaluations of a judging group, but unfortunately, I must note and 
state it clearly that some individuals lack hunting experience when 
conducting/evaluating the tests. Every test subject has a purpose. But 
often there is a lack of understanding: why do we test this subject?  For 
example, VGP search without a duck. Example: After a successful duck 
hunt in the evening, we are all not quite sure if all the ducks were found. 
To be on the safe side, the next morning we send our dog into the water 
with a simple command, without firing any shots, to search everything 
again carefully and possibly find a dead / wounded duck. Only when the 
dog has intensively searched the entire body of water, are we certain 
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that there are no more ducks, and the work is finished. It is the same with 
the VGP. If we are sure that the dog has searched the entire water on 
the day of the test and no duck has been found, then the test assignment 
has been fulfilled. Score: "excellent or very good". Our JGHV hunting 
dog tests, or also the State Utility Tests of the German Federal States, 
are not a dog sport with the aim of scoring points and winning prizes, but 
to identify and highlight the hunting dog that is fit for use in hunting 
practice. “Point chasers” are not wanted in this camp, instead hunting 
expertise and performance on both ends of the leash. 
 
PS: Now I have a personal request. I am happy to answer all your 
questions, I try to answer all phone calls / emails and letters promptly, 
and to handle them as soon as possible, as far as it is professionally and 
privately possible, but there is one thing I refuse to do:  
Anonymous letters naming the test, the date of the test, and the people 
involved. Denigrating others, but not mentioning your own name. These 
are exactly the people we do not need in our circles. If you don't have the 
courage to “plow a straight furrow” (i.e., be honest and straightforward), 
you won't have it when judging either. 
 
Josef Westermann 
Director of Testing, Jagdgebrauchshundverband e.V. (JGHV) 
 
 
 
 
  

(Translation: Ken Bremer) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 


